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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicants' arguments filed March 28, 2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
deemed to be persuasive. Rejections and/or objections not reiterated from previous office 
actions are hereby withdrawn. The following rejections and/or objections are either 
reiterated or newly applied. They constitute the complete set presently being applied to 
the instant application. 

2. The amendment to the specification has been entered. 

3. Claims 1-26 are examined on the merits. 
RESPONSE TO ARGUMENTS 

4. On pages 10-11, Applicant argues Chu fails to disclose the limitation of "a file 
transformation component configured to at least one of reformat, validate, and enrich file 
content using enterprise logic." Applicant points to paragraphs [0023] to [0025] of the 
instant specification to support that Chu fails to disclose the argued limitation in light of 
the specification. Applicant's argument is not persuasive because disclosure of 
"Enterprise logic may include. . is merely an exemplary disclosure; therefore, does not 
limit the claimed limitation to said disclosure. 

5. Second, the claims are given their broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the 
specification. However, the instant claims are not limited to the exemplary disclosure 
have been cited from the specification by Applicant as limitations that are not disclosed 
by the cited prior art. As cited by the MPEP, the court explained that "reading a claim in 
light of the specification, to thereby interpret limitations explicitly recited in the claim, is 
a quite different thing from reading limitations of the specification into a claim,' to 
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thereby narrow the scope of the claim by implicitly adding disclosed limitations which 
have no express basis in the claim." The court found that applicant was advocating the 
latter, i.e., the impermissible importation of subject matter from the specification into the 
claim.). See also In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 1054-55, 44 USPQ2d 1023, 1027-28 (Fed. 
Cir. 1 997) (MPEP §2 1 1 1 [R- 1 ]). 

6. Third, the argued limitation is directed to one of the three optionally claimed limitations 
(at least one of reformat, validate, and enrich file content using enterprise logic"). 
Therefore, as long as the prior describes one of the three limitations, the prima facie case 
of anticipation has been established. For example, Chu discloses a validation step (page 
8, [0106]«[0107], especially, "If valid data is read. . ."). The limitation of "business 
rules..." has been interpreted reasonably broad because the instant specification does not 
explicitly define said limitation. The invention described by Chu is directed to end-to- 
end secure file transfer method and system as directed to "reports, articles, 
advertisements,... spreadsheets (page 1, [0005]). The cited method and system have been 
interpreted as being directed to business application; therefore, would achieve the same 
expected resulted as the claimed method in regard to the limitation of "business rules." 

7. On pages 11-12, Applicant argues that Chu fails to describe the limitation of "A 
messaging infrastructure component configured to facilitate workflow management of 
said files through said system. Applicant's argument is not persuasive because the cited 
portion of Chu reasonably described the argument. For example, Applicant provides an 
exemplary disclosure of "the file workflow configuration that may include how the files 
are routed through the File Services System" (paragraph [0027] of the publication of the 
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instant application). Therefore, the cited disclosure of instructions for transferring and 
uploading files (page 1, [001 1]) reasonably anticipates the argued limitation as 
exemplified by the instant specification. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed pubh'cation in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

9. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Chu et al. 
(2002/0049853 A 1) (Chu hereafter). 

CLAIM INTERPRETATIONS 

10. The limitation of "agent" has been attributed with the customary and ordinary meaning of 
"a process that mediates between the client and the server" in client/server applications 
(Microsoft Press Computer Dictionary, 3"^^ edition, page 16). 

PRIOR ART 

1 1 . In regard to claim 1 , Chu discloses a system to facilitate movement of electronic files 
comprising: 

A file transfer services component configured to at least one of transmit and receive a file 
request, said file transfer services component configured to communicate with a 
centralized file management hub (page 1, [0009], especially, "transferring a file... from 
the DAD server..."); 
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A file transformation component configured to at least one of reformat, validate and 
enrich file content using enterprise logic (page 3, [0054], especially, "file compression, 
archiving,... encryption..." and page 8, [0108]); 

A centralized file management hub configured to communicate with a messaging 
infrastructure (page 1, [0014], especially, "a digital asset distribution (DAD) server..."); 
and, 

A messaging infrastructure component configured to facilitate workflow management of 
said files through said system (page 1, [001 1], especially, "issuing first instructions..."). 
12. In regard to claim 2, Chu discloses said centralized file management hub includes: 

A file tracking and monitoring component configured to provide end-to-end tracking of a 
file (page 1, [0013], especially, "a tracking component...", and page 3, [0052], 
especially, "monitor...") and role based multilayered tracking information of a file (page 
6, [0083], especially, "multiple user levels... administrator and sub-users"); 
A parameter and configuration management component configured to provide a gateway 
to at least one of store and retrieve configuration information (page 4, [0061], especially, 

. .server site URL provides the universal uniqueness to the PID. . .assist the server-to- 
server transfer. . .download records may be added into the database"; and, 
A file routing and workflow component configured to route a file through a network and 
provide routing information to file transfer nodes to facilitate at least one of routing and 
scheduling of a file transfer (page 4, [0062]-[0063], especially, "address book. . .Sender 
File Names (24) and Location (25)..."). 
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13. In regard to claim 3, Chu discloses the centralized file management hub further includes a 
parameter and configuration management component, wherein said parameter and 
configuration management component includes... file transfer routing 
information.... (page 4, [0062] -[0063], especially, "address book... Sender File Names 

(24) and Location (25)..."). 

14. In regard to claim 4, Chu discloses display tracking information (page 4, [0064], 
especially, "interface... Tracking (TRACE)"). 

1 5. In regard to claim 5, Chu discloses a manager interface configured to at least one of 
receive configuration information and display tracking information (page 4, [0064], 
especially, "interface... Tracking (TRACE)"), wherein said configuration information 
includes at least one of client authentication.... (page 3, [0051], especially, "sender input a 
unique usemame and password...")... and wherein said tracking information includes a 

« 

workflow task outcome (page 4, [0064] to page 6, [0084]), Figure 3 in its entirety 
exemplifies a workflow task outcome). 

16. In regard to claim 6, Chu discloses the file transfer services component includes: 

One file transfer agent (Figure 5 wherein the server components have been interpreted as 
"agents" as defined by the Microsoft dictionary); 

A file transfer application server.. .(Figure 5, especially, "Server" and "Remote Server"); 
User interface... (page 4, [0064]). 

17. In regard to claims 7 and 8, Chu discloses a user interface... (page 4, [0064]-[0065], 
especially, "Client Browser screen components... send client software embedded in 
HTML..."). 
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1 8. In regard to claims 9 and 10, Chu discloses a file transformation component is further 
configured to apply a transformation map to said file (page 7, [0097], especially, "sender 
has the option to cancel a lengthy upload and resume upload at a later time. . .the program 
will resume uploading portion of the file and so indicate in the restart offset..." and page 
8, [01 14], especially, "support partial file transfer... receive command requesting..."). 
The disclosure cited above is consistent the exemplary description of "a transformation 
map" in the instant specification (paragraph [0025]). 

1 9. In regard to claim 1 1 , Chu discloses one file transfer agent is further configured to notify 
said central file management hub of workflow events (page 7, [0103], especially, 
"delivery of the download notification to the primary DAD server"). 

20. In regard to claims 12-26, Chu discloses a method (claim 1) implemented in the above- 
cited system. Further, Chu discloses a validation step (page 8, [0106]-[01 07], especially, 
"If valid data is read. . ."). Specific to claims 22 and 23, the limitation of "business 
rules..." has been interpreted reasonably broad because the instant specification does not 
explicitly define said limitation. The invention described by Chu is directed to end-to- 
end secure file transfer method and system as directed to "reports, articles, 
advertisements,... spreadsheets (page 1, [0005]). The cited method and system have been 
interpreted as being directed to business application; therefore, would achieve the same 



expected resulted as the claimed method in regard to the limitation of "business rules. 

CONCLUSION 

21. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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22. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

23. Patent applicants with problems or questions regarding electronic images that can be 
viewed in the Patent Application Information Retrieval system (PAIR) can now contact 
the USPTO's Patent Electronic Business Center (Patent EBC) for assistance. 
Representatives are available to answer your questions daily from 6 am to midnight 
(EST). The toll free number is (866) 217-9197. When calling please have your 
application serial or patent number, the type of document you are having an image 
problem with, the number of pages and the specific nature of the problem. The Patent 
Electronic Business Center will notify applicants of the resolution of the problem within 
5-7 business days. Applicants can also check PAIR to confirm that the problem has been 
corrected. The USPTO's Patent Electronic Business Center is a complete service center 
supporting all patent business on the Internet. The USPTO's PAIR system provides 
Internet-based access to patent application status and history information. It also enables 
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applicants to view the scanned images of their own application file folder(s) as well as 
general patent information available to the public. 

24. For all other customer support, please call the USPTO Call Center (UCC) at 800-786- 
9199. The USPTO's official fax number is 571-272-8300. 

25. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to C. Dune Ly, whose telephone number is (571) 272-0716. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8 A.M. to 4 P.M. 

■ 

26. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim Vo, can be reached on (571) 272-3642. 




Patent Examine 
6/3/07 
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